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this town, has said it is not sustain-
able. When will this administration
wake up?

———

COMMUNITY HEALTH CENTERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. MUR-
PHY) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. MURPHY. Madam Speaker, let
me talk about something good for
America. Community health centers
offer primary and preventive health
care services to everyone, including
low-income, underinsured and unin-
sured families. While low-income indi-
viduals have access to Medicaid and
the elderly and the disabled have ac-
cess to Medicare, uninsured and under-
insured families often delay seeing a
doctor or turn to emergency depart-
ments where treatment is several
times more expensive.

Community health centers, however,
provide comprehensive and preventive
care that adjusts charges for patient
care according to family income. The
Federal Government spends over $23
billion a year to offset losses incurred
by hospitals for patients unable to pay
their bills, and the Department of
Health and Human Services tell us that
medical care at community health cen-
ters cost only about $1.30 per pay per
patient served. In fact, medical care at
community health centers is around
$250 less than the average annual ex-
penditure for an office-based medical
provider.

In short, community health centers
offer an affordable source of quality
health care, but the problem is we need
more of them. The President has pro-
posed a $304 million increase for com-
munity health center programs to cre-
ate 1,200 new or expanded sites to serve
an additional 6.1 million people by next
year. In order to meet that goal, the
centers must double their workforce by
adding double the clinicians by 2006.
Hiring that many doctors would be
costly, but encouraging more to volun-
teer would help to meet this need.
While many physicians are willing to
volunteer their services at these cen-
ters, they often hesitate due to the
high cost of medical liability insur-
ance. As a result, there are too few vol-
unteer physicians to meet our health
care needs.

By comparison, volunteer physicians
at free health clinics and paid physi-
cians at community health centers al-
ready receive comprehensive medical
liability coverage under the Federal
Tort Claims Act, or FTCA.

Accordingly, I am introducing the
Community Health Center Volunteer
Physician Protection Act of 2005 to ex-
tend the medical liability protections
of FTCA to volunteer physicians at
community health centers. These pro-
tections are necessary to ensure that
the centers can continue to play an im-
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portant role in lowering our Nation’s
health care costs and meeting the
needs for affordable and access quality
health care. The Community Health
Center Volunteer Physician Protection
Act of 2005 is supported by the National
Association of Community Health Cen-
ters, the American Medical Association
and the American Osteopathic Associa-
tion. I would encourage my colleagues
to cosponsor this important piece of
legislation to ensure access to health
care for those who need it most.

——————

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 415

Mr. FOLEY. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to have my name
removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 415, and
my name be added to H.R. 414.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentleman’s name will
be removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 415.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pri-
mary sponsor of H.R. 414 will have to
add the gentleman’s name as a cospon-
sor.

———
0O 1645
ORDER OF BUSINESS

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to speak out of
order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

———

SMART SECURITY AND FUNDING
PRIORITIES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, be-
tween the $81 billion supplemental ap-
propriations bill passed by the House
yesterday and the outrageous budget
resolution that came on the floor
today, the Bush administration’s fund-
ing priorities are dangerous, dishonor-
able, and downright hazardous to the
safety of our Nation. The $81 billion
supplemental and the fiscal year 2006
budget will do little more than con-
tinue the President’s arrogant foreign
policies, particularly his shameful mis-
adventures in Iraq which have made
Americans much less safe over the past
2 years by creating a new generation of
terrorists whose common tie is their
hatred of the United States.

The supplemental appropriations bill
that passed the House yesterday under-
scores the lack of planning and arro-
gance that have characterized this war.
$200 billion will have been appropriated
for Iraq after this latest bill clears
through the Senate. That is about $675
for every man, woman, and child.
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The most disturbing thing about the
President’s request for more Iraq fund-
ing is the lack of accountability. Why
did Congress approve another check for
a mission that has been so badly
botched? Who is being held accountable
for the misuse of the $150 billion we ap-
propriated over the last 2 years? By
once again funding the war in Iraq
through a supplemental spending bill,
the Bush administration is continuing
to pull a fast one on the American peo-
ple. Instead of spending billions to
build permanent bases in Iraq, our
funds should go towards the National
Guard and Reserve forces who have left
their families and their homes to serve
their country and who have been aban-
doned as sitting ducks in Iraq.

Despite the President’s solemn prom-
ise to fight terrorism, the Bush admin-
istration has overwhelmingly con-
centrated the country’s resources on
developing bigger and more expensive
weapons at the expense of other more
suitable security tools which will truly
keep Americans safe. Even Secretary
of Defense Donald Rumsfeld has stated
that there is $22 billion of waste in the
Pentagon’s budget every year.

The fiscal year 2006 budget that
passed the House today is just the lat-
est example of questionable Republican
spending priorities. This budget wastes
billions of dollars in outdated Cold
War-era weapons systems that fail to
address America’s true security needs.
We do not need millions of dollars for
the outdated F-22 fighter jet which the
military no longer relies on during
combat. We do not need millions of dol-
lars for a new generation of nuclear
weapons, the so-called ‘‘bunker buster
bomb,” and we certainly do not need
another $8 billion for a missile defense
system that has never been proven to
work.

The proper response to the supposed
threat of a missile attack from North
Korea is not to build a multibillion-
dollar missile defense system. We
should be addressing this situation
through aggressive diplomacy and
country-to-country talks. Certainly
the nonmilitary approach will not cost
the United States taxpayers $8 billion a
year, and ultimately the non-$8 billion
approach will keep America safer. In
fact, if the Bush administration spent
even 1 percent of the time on diplo-
macy that it does on trying to develop
a missile defense shield, we would prob-
ably be on good terms with Iran and
North Korea by now.

We need a new approach to security
that places a greater emphasis on non-
military security. Only by shifting our
spending priorities accordingly will we
be able to address today’s true security
challenges. That is why I have devel-
oped a SMART security platform for
the 21st century. SMART is a Sensible,
Multilateral American Response to
Terrorism. SMART security will en-
sure that our spending priorities match
the security threats that we face.



		Superintendent of Documents
	2017-02-16T11:56:08-0500
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




